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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rutt~~gng ~ag8
"NPRMj, released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. FCC Mail Room

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such

' .... _..lJoconstilutionaLmandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't sh~re their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible Viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and

. proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do marty smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by reqUiring
~aff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments \n ResPQnse to \.ocaJism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments In response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"). released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted. would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment. complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences. rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government. including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster.
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must nQt tum every radio station Into a pUblic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access reqUirements would dQ so - even If a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system In which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of appliCants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the meS$CIges they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters. by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233

, I submit the fof/owing comments in response to the localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB DocKet No. O~~233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster" must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message; The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

'(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those Who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long,expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flOWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sque'eze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whe.~.ever , stati,c:m is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs With these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.
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qomments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
~E\ Docket No. 04-233

Iau,bmit ,tn~, fOJ1Qwin~ aomment~ in f~SfJtJn~e 10 Ihe Localism Notice of Proposed Rufemaking (the
"NPRM"). released Jan. '24, t008, in MB Docket No. 04·233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing Incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs'could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence Whenever a station is Oil the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-2~~

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRMn

), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docl<Eit No: 04!'233':

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allOWing incompatible Viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what Viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced What programs would intrude on .
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flOWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smEllier market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a $tation is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising,costswith these prop·osals would force service cutbacks'- and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.
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'> <'<o~men~ Ifct Re$ponse t~ Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. Q4·2.33

I submit the following comments in rE!~p'onse .to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRMn), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB DodR'@~f(f6~ oat!2~:"

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing inco_mpatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
PJoposals to force reporting on such things as who produced What programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices..

(4) The FCC must not·establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically parl7ed from routirte; renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of cer1~in Q)a.s,ses of applicaAts by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
reli~iousbroaacastsrs. Those who Slay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspohd to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentia/ly,ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broeidcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping ,~/:1e eleetricity'f)owing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squ~"eze niche'and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff"presense whe"r:1s;i~r a statiah -is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Rai$ing costs.with these 'p'roposals"woald foree service cutbacks - and cURai/ed'service is contrary to the
public Interest.

We urge the FCC'nCitto adopt ~Ies, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In ResponSB to Localism Notice ofProposed Rulemaklng
ll'a t)oc~e\"0. t)4-'1.~~ ..

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRMD

), released Jan. 24, 2008, i~ MB Socket No. 04~233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their vali.l,es. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face Increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendmeflt prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what Viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone hl:!s
rights to air time. Proposee public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objeots to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not fOfce revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of pregramming, especially reliSlious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on SUCh tl:1ililgs as who producea what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) , The FCC must not establish'a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barr~d from rqutinerenewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of~pplieal1ts 'b¥ the O.ommiS.sioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters, Th(i)sewha stay"tru.e'to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs Could f~ce long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Ohristlan brQ~d~sters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. '~eepinSl;~heelectfleity ·f1ewing Is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
·§que~2:e ni~~ a){i;l;s.maller<p'elrk.ef, t?-ro~<ica~l~1:SJ .b,y s,ubstanti~lJ~ raisililQ, cQ.~ts in two ways: (a) by requiring
,~ta.rr,reS;~R~a~h:e~~~era~\~~Qn~is'09«~·~iF~nd, ~b) by fU\ilHer re$tIietlhg r.nain 'stu~io ~ocation choices.
Ral~JIil€N)~S ~th,tbes~,prAAosals WOIlI9.~for(le service cutb-acks - and cl:lrtslled serviCe IS contrary to the
,public Ihte/iest.

We urge the FCC not to adQpt'rules, praeedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04·233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), re\eased Jan. 24, 2008, \n MB DOcKet MQ~~G4~'2..e~i\.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible Viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what Viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC mu'st not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, e~pecially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of appncants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those Who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in tWo ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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(comm&nts in Res.PQii'se to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MBDocket No, 04·233

I submit the following comments in response to the localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
IINPRMD

), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04~233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, ifenacted, would do so- and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what Viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally~protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two~tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically<barre<:f fram rOl:Jtine renewal applicatlc;m processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal·
review of certain clal\lses of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
rell!ilious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing Is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sque~e niche~and sfffs'JIer market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staf:f.P!~~~ncewhenevera station is on;the air and, (b) by further restrieting main studio location choices.
Raisiri(g :c~'tts WitMl\'ib~e~pr9Pos~ls wo~ld force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contraFy' to the

..pulbli~f int~rest.

VYe urse the FCC noUoadopt I1JJes, prlllcedu,res or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04·233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRMh

), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pu/ilJic access requirements would do so - even ifa religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC ,,"ust f10t force Il:lvelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming; e$p~Cially religlau$ ptogramming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force r~por:ting on §l:Jch things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-pr6tacted editorial choices.

(4~ The FCC,;Alust not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automati~lIy ,ba/il'~,!:f~fram routin~ ~ne",,~1 app,licatlc;m processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review 6t,(;ert~lh iclasae$,af-app.uca.At~;l~Y'the: Oommissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious,broa,dta$teJ1$.'~'fliiosevJ/!IQ'$t~y true 'to their consGiences ancJ present only the messages they
correspandto t~ij?ltJtjefS" could'faGe Isng, expensive and potent/aJiy ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Ol:1llistian bro,~,dca.sters operate en tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
statiorns. ,~~eepjng the el~cfri?ity'f1owinQ,'is'!'ften a'icha"en9~. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche.CJnd~$;;lii};lJl~rO(ma~J=lt broadcasters. by; substantially" rejising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring

. 'st.E:;l . le,t3~nce' ..'''' ~;~.tati~J1.,i~Qf:).l1pe"air and. (b) by further r~trlGting main stUdio location choices.

. ~ :~ests" t't ~~f~pps»ls 'WeWl:J foree service cutbacks - ~nd curtailed ,service is contrary to the
~\J hterest. .. .

Welgltge;th~lFCC nat,taadep,t rul~s;procedur~s or policies disGUssed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate Fi~t Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted. would do so - and must inot be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religiou$ broadcasters. to take advice from
people who do not share their values. ihe NPRM's proposed advisory Iboard proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss Of~'ense for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape th ir programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating ,hat viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present. '

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even ifa religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of prqgramming, espeGially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorl~1 choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The propoSed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broatlaasters. Those Who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could'face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricitiffioWihg'ls often a challenge. Yet. the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche ,and smallerrna~et broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
st~f!'<p'res~rce ~h€!~!er~~~s~tiQ.l:l:i~'~nthe ai,r and. ~b) bY'fu~her restfictin~.main stu?io ~ocation choices.
Ral~~p,g .~psts ~Itb tlfi~~~pr~1'!,os«lswauJg foree service cutbaCks - and curtailed service IS contrary to the
p'~brjc interest. ' , '

We urge.the FqCnof ta'aq~ptrtI1es;-,procedu~sor paJicies discussed above., , '

~ 3: '_. .
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C~fmm"nts'lln~R,sponse~to Localism Notice ofProposed Ru'emaking
tA~ Cocke\: \.\6. f)4-~~~

I submit the following comments in response to the localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the,
"NPRMh

), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so- and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force repa,rting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial'choices.

(4) The FCC must not e..stablish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
autpmatieally trarred from routin~ renewal ap!)licatic:lO processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
revi~w of.certain cl~sses of applIcants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religieus breadeasters. Those who stay true to their consciences ancl present only the messages they
corresponc:f to their treliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) ME!ny Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. KeeJ:>ing the·'electr.icity flewin~lls often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze,ni~he'and sr:maller market bliOadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff1pre§~n'ce Wher:teYer"a.statien·is o~"the air and; (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raisitl"g c:ie:sts~~lth ·t~'egeprQJ:l(')s}i,s we~)d, force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUblic interest.' "

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

ftl2 '!5:a~ ' . ' ?ii
.~-,~1t'"dW
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Comments \n Res~onse to Loca\\sm t-lo\\ce ai ~ta\lQ,ed Ru\ema'l.\t\~

MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in rasp'0nse to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRMn

), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket'N6. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what Viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision~making information. The choice
of programming; especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally~protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal appl!cation processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market bro.adcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staffpliesence Whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Rai~:ing'costs With lhese proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Ooc~et No. Q4-2.33

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Dodket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted. .

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pUblic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond ta their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flOWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller maliket broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever.~ stati.li>n is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs -with these propoS:als wa[lld fotce ,service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUblic interest. '

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Dr. John and Carolyn Russell
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Fair Grove MO 65648-7909
USA

417.759.2738 jrcm@bustersoft.net http://www.jrcm.faithweb.com/

19 March 2008

The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
'Washington; DC 20554-
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau.

RE: Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

Dear Sir or Madam:

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (the "NPRMlJ

), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment
rights. A number of proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so ­
and must not be adopted.

1. The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to
take advice from people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed
advisory board proposals would impose such unconstitutional mandates.
Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their values

- could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible
viewpoints to shape their programming. The First Amendment prohibits
government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
partiCUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2. The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone
and everyone have rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements
would do so • even if a religious broadcaster conscientiously objects to the
message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

1
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3. The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making
information. The choice of programming, especially religious programming, is
not properly dictated by any government agency - and proposals to force
reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4. The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain
licensees would be automatically barred from routine renewal application
processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal review of certain classes
of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who 'stay true to their consciences and present
only the messages they correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive
and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

5. Manv Christian broadoasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller
market secular stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge.
Yet, the Commission proposes to further squeeze niche and smaller market
broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring staff
presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main
studio location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service
cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the public interest.

I urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

Sincerely,

Dr. John E. Russell
Chaplain (COL) AUS Retired

Cc: Friends, Family and Representatives

2
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RUle~n..9 ~tS',a
"NPRMj, released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. J.:-c P8,. : ~c42

C'AA f.')/1 t1
Any new FCC rules, polipies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. KI'~er 0(1

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so-and must not be adopted. " 'Ye>a:
rJ>

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed adVisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist a~vice from those who don't share their ,
values could face increased hara!?J;ment, complaints,and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing~ ineompatibl~ viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment pro.hibit~ gay:e.rrp~eJiiki~c!!JJIiRg~fhe FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
partic~J~rfYJUeJlQj,oQ~ ..~~~¥!~~ !iJ~~l:P!1!~1!Ot. ' __._~~ . "

(2) TtI~FCC.f1i1usft;not turn every radio statian into a,Pllblic forum where anyone and everyone has
.lli9.~tsl~ ,~i{l·tlliT1e:. Pr.Q.p~$~jjjfp~blJc acce$S reqgjremen'ts would do SO - even if a religious broadcaster
¢Ga~!ftiti~bslY;{bbje~Gts>t04Ile.misa~u~. Thelf;,irst Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandales on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
PF(!)pos:~ls; to force refi)ortililg,.on such thiQgs as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editori~ choic-es.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal sy~em in which certain licensees would be..
automatically barred from routine renewal application prQ'(~essitig'. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of .
religious broadeasters. Thos'e, wbo stay true to their consciences and fi)resent only the messages they
correSfi)ond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinQus renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
statioRS. Keeping the electrtcity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further ,
sque~ze niche aRd smaller market bro@(:tcasters, by sUbst~ntially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiling
staftfi)resence whenever a statiC11]1 is on the air and, (b) bY'fulither restricting main studio location choices."
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks.-and curtailed service is contrary to the'
public interest.

- We_urgethe..FC.C not to_8.(topt [ules, pro.cedure..s or poJWUlS discussed above.
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ReynDIJ F. ,n l.t.tre,
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~;;O~1JlmeQ~J~I~~ e to,~l.o~IiSm,'f).I.otice o.f'P[qRQ'~'g~~Ji.p~making "l"",,;,~ece/Ye,., ,
'MB Drck~t"Nb~O~ .' I '.' , - ~4~ IIJ~I, .3,

I submij the following com~ents in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed~'"~'-4it1 ..;IJ;:
"NPRMj, released Jan. ,24, 2008, In MB Docket No. 04-233. ,I-c.,v 4fc?q,-,.,/1)-9 ',,,"r

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. '.A!null1~ ;'
propasals discllIsse<:l in the NPRM, if.enacted, wO.uld- de so - and, mijst noU:le adopted.

(1) The IFOC must not force radie stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peeple who do f10t share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unCOllstitutional-mandates. Religious broadoasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss -of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits. government, including t~e FCQ, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must pre$ent.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radie sti3tip.lihlli1to a 'Pl:IpliGfbrl:lm where ,anyone and everyone has
ri~,~s,j,~ ,~iritime:c ~rqp:0s~d. p~bl~~; ~,~ss r~~~",~re);l:J~n~.~;~ul~.!dp sp - ~~e~:.i~ ~ reJi~ious broadca.ster -
,celil J~<j!,!!lsIYf,~bJe.;$f,toltfue:m~s.sage; Tlile FIrst 'AiRJen~hil1e/ilt~fprb)lds.lmp..osltlon of; me'ssage delIvery

,. J , iii' - ,,tIt ' eS~Qn aQ.y'-.r~J!g!QO~ •'.- • .' " _ ., . ..' . ,

(3) The FCC must not force re~elatiqn af speGific-ediloliial Qecision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religi~l:Is~pregramming, is notprope'JiIY dictated 'by any government agency - and
proposals to fC:)/L~ereI'ilJ:>Jitimgr,on sJiJehtlilifilgs,as}lWlilal proquGed wlilat programs would intrude on
ce/ilstill:ltio/ilally~proteGteil'ielJitai'iai" clil·oices..

,

(4) The FCC must not establish a twe-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of Q~rtai!i,classes of a'ppliq~Atsby the Commissioners-themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. -4'hase'vJ5o--stay-tr-u&-to.:tl:1eir..coJJscienGes.and .present only the messages they
corre~poAd to their bel.iefs aouldi fa-ee '1Ieng. ex:pelilsiwe. alil~l,pete/iltiatly rui/ilol!ls renewal 'proceedings.

(5} :Ma.QN'Cblii&tiaA.:broa~Ga~ers!op.er:ateen'tightbU(!f(:)ets, as do many smaller market secular
stati!i>Iil~,; ~~epitUiJ!tliJe"~I~:GtlliGity.~{I1rwililg~is :afiteA-;a ;challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further

-sqq ~Ai~tie '8lLra 'S/fIiJJilePlma/lk~t1>jraa~c!fGasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
st~· : ser:lGe'Wlile/ile~er!'8'statiolil"is en~tlile ail' ana, :(b) by further restricting main studio location choices..
R'aisi~:g,costswith these proposals woul<:l'force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the ~
public"interest. .-

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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. ", I sUbmi~ th~ following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RJJ.le~9n~ (~6Dn8
"NPRMj, released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. FCC Mail 0

nOOm
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment Ii,ghts. A number of,

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - alld must not be adopted. '

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from;
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed -advisory board proposals would impose such

., -unw1lS1ilutionaLmandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their :
values oould face inorease,d harassment, oomplaints and even ,loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoint~ to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from ~liotating what viewpoints a broadoaster,
partioularly a religious broadcaster, must present. !

(2). The FCC must,not tum every radip station into aj'public forum where anyone and everyone has
:)?&?tt~~!F·time\." .~r$i>pp:s·e~a,~p~bl~~ a~ss re~!J~reiJ;lents would do s~ - ~ven i!~ religious broadca~er I

""'eQ!ilS~~lTltl(~.l!ISI~OMJ~jiS\to t1iie,message. ThefFlrS1:'Amendm~nt forbids Imposition of message delivery ,
mti.ndates,on tillY religtoll. _. . __. . ,

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of speoifio editorial deoision-making information. The ohoioe
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
reli,gious broadcasters. Those who,stay true to their consoiences and present only the messages they
correspond to their,beliefs·CQuld.;'face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal prooeedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the ele~ricity'f1owing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
l?taff presencewhenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices."
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

.~,~, ~ ,<-, .! ' - \
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~ommen&s tn ~88ponse to Localism Notice ofProposed Rul.maldng
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
pro~~I~diseu~aed in the NPRM. if enaeted. would do ~o - and mud not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC. from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application proCessing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing Is often a challenge. Yet the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in res~nse to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
-NPRM-), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enaeted. would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any govemment agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application proCessing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings~

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing Is often a challenge. Yet. the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to LocaUsm Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB DocketNo. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
MNPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals diseussad in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religiOUS broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application proCessing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by reqUiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
KNPRMK). released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB DoCket No. ().4;233:

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
pro~~al~di~uAAad in thA NPRM. if Anaetad. would do ~o - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever 8 station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

~NIt. [)n 0 Pm
Ignatu~ )

Name

3-9- 0'6
Date

5~o s. Ccw L ~.
Address

Phone

J.dlWI) '1au J:j~ (JUOrYlhJJD
Organization (~y) ~~ .~



ReceivOr!
Inspected

Ca",,,,,r.4i \r. R"~6t\" \alwU\", NMi~, t4 \1t6~6\" ~u\,W\,~\,,~ f' 'l~ ~ 6"
MB Docket No. 04-233 l.tJ 8

h,.\..' I '.
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RUlemakrn'g-(tM< Om

MNPRMa
), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proPOMI~diseu~~M in the NPRM. if enaeted. would do so - and must not be adoptad.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application proCessing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and. (b) by further restriding main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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